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SECTION 1 
INTRODUCTION 

 
1.0 Introduction 
 
The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), in cooperation with Logan City and Cache 
County as project sponsors, is proposing to partially fund through the Emergency Watershed 
Protection (EWP) program a project to address and reduce future flood risk to the adjacent 
community on the Blacksmith Fork River in southern Logan, Utah.  The proposed project is 
located in the vicinity of Main Street (US-89/91)/1700 South.  The National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA) and the Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations at 40 CFR Parts 
1500-1508 require an evaluation of potential environmental impacts associated with federal 
projects and actions.  The project will require an environmental analysis and the environmental 
impacts will be documented in the form of an Environmental Assessment (EA) for the project.  
The EA will comprise of the following elements: 
 

• Alternatives analysis of potential options to reduce future flood damage on the 
Blacksmith Fork River that includes the following: 

o No Action 
o Trash Rack 
o Debris Basin 
o Levees/Dikes 
o Floodwall 
o Floodplain Easement 
o Other Alternatives identified by the public and project team during the scoping 

process 
• Detailed analysis of resources that may be affected for each of the alternatives that may 

satisfy the purpose and need for the project; 
• Identification of potential mitigation measures to reduce or eliminate potential impacts; 

and 
• A plan of public participation and government agency coordination throughout 

development of the EA. 
 
This Scoping Report summarizes the outcome of the preliminary scoping period for the 
Blacksmith Fork River project. 
 
1.1 Project Purpose and Need 
 
In accordance with the rehabilitation provisions of the NRCS’s EWP program, the area is eligible 
for rehabilitation funding due to recent flood damage in 2011.  The purpose of the project is to 
accommodate flood flow volumes and reduce debris in the Blacksmith Fork River during flood 
events to lessen the potential for property and/or structure damage adjacent to the river both 
upstream and downstream.  Up to approximately 16 residences in the Country Manor subdivision 
adjacent to the north side of the river and the Riverside RV Park on the south side of the river 
would potentially be directly affected by conceptual alternatives. 
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1.2 Scoping Goals and Objectives 
 
The main goal of public participation is to involve a diverse group of public and government 
agency participants to solicit input and provide timely information throughout the NEPA review 
process regarding their concerns for the project and the proposed alternatives.  The main goals 
were to 1) establish ongoing communication with stakeholders, agencies and the general public, 
2) educate the public about the environmental review process and each party’s role, 3) evaluate 
the effectiveness of public participation activities on a continual basis and utilize the most 
effective techniques throughout the NEPA process, and 4) document all public and government 
agency input. 
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SECTION 2 
SCOPING PROCESS SUMMARY 

2.0 Scoping Overview 
 
Scoping questions, comments and concerns were requested from the public and government 
agencies during the preliminary scoping period via written submittal of comments.  The following 
summarizes the scoping process and efforts made to engage the public and government agencies. 
 
2.1 Scoping Terms 
 
The following terms were used during the scoping process to identify specific actions: 
 

• Comment: a distinct statement or question about a topic or issue relating to the project. 
• Comment Category: a topic to which a comment is addressed. 
• Comment Document: a written version of comment(s) submitted by a commenter.  One 

comment document may contain multiple comments. 
• Commenter: an individual, organization or agency providing one or more comments. 

 
2.2 Scoping Schedule 
 
The following dates outline the milestones for the scoping process: 
 

• Sept. 20, 2012: Stakeholder Door-to-Door Visits 
• Sept. 24, 2012: Scoping Notice Mailed 
• Sept. 26, 2012: Poster Display Boards Placed in Community Gathering Places 
• Sept. 26, 2012: Public Notice Published in the Herald Journal Newspaper 
• Oct. 4, 2012: Neighborhood Meeting 
• Oct. 5, 2012: Press Release Issued to the Herald Journal Newspaper 
• Oct. 10, 2012: Scoping Meeting 
• Oct. 27, 2012: Scoping Period Closed 

 
2.3 Scoping Notice 
 
A scoping notice was prepared and sent to interested parties and regulatory agencies on Sept. 24, 
2012.  The list of recipients was prepared by both the NRCS, Cache County and Logan City.  The 
scoping notice gave a description of the project, location and overview, purpose and need, 
identified preliminary scoping issues, and requested public participation.  The scoping notice also 
identified the location of public meetings, contact information to submit written comments, and 
the scoping period closure date.  A copy of the scoping notice is attached in Appendix A. The 
scoping notice was also posted on the NRCS and Logan City website. 
 
A public notice was published in the Herald Journal newspaper on Sept. 26, 2012 and a press 
release was issued to the Herald Journal on Oct. 5, 2012 announcing the project and public 
meeting.  Copies of the newspaper scoping notice and press release are attached in Appendix B. 
 
Poster display boards were placed at government buildings and various businesses and other 
community gathering places in the project area (Logan City, Cache County, Cache County 
Library, Maceys, Country Manor and Riverside RV Park).  A copy of the poster is attached in 
Appendix C. 
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2.4 Stakeholder Door-to-Door Visits 
 
Andy Neff and Jordan Hansen (Spanish translator) of The Langdon Group conducted door-to-
door visits with Country Manor residents on Sept. 20, 2012.  They visited residents whose homes 
border the river, railroad tracks and US-89/91 who were most affected by 2011 flooding and 
could be affected most by the potential project.  A total of 16 residents were visited, provided 
with an overview of the EA project and process and invited to attend the neighborhood meeting 
on Oct. 4, 2012.  An informational flier in both English and Spanish was left at each residence.  
The flier can be found in Appendix D. 
 
2.5  Neighborhood Meeting 
 
To gather input and feedback, the project team held a neighborhood meeting on Oct. 4, 2012 from 
6:00 PM – 8:00 PM at City Hall in Logan, Utah.  The meeting was specifically for landowners in 
Country Manor and Riverside RV Park who were most affected by 2011 flooding and could be 
affected most by the potential project. There were 12 public attendees at the meeting.  
Participants were invited to submit comments in writing either at the meeting or subsequently by 
mail, fax or e-mail during the scoping comment period.  Attendance at the meeting was counted 
using a sign-in sheet that can be found in Appendix F.  Comment cards were handed out at the 
meeting which also provided a blank space to submit written comments.  The neighborhood 
meeting presentation can be found in Appendix E. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.6 Scoping Meeting 
 
The primary purpose of the scoping meeting was to gather input and feedback on the project’s 
purpose and need statement, potential alternatives for consideration, environmental issues to be 
addressed in the EA, methodologies to be used to evaluate impacts, and the overall public 
participation process.  To gather as broad an audience as possible, a combined government 
agency and general public scoping meeting was held Oct. 10, 2012 from 6:00 PM - 9:00 PM at 
City Hall in Logan, Utah.  The scoping meeting presentation can be found in Appendix E. 

Neighborhood Meeting – October 4, 2012 
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There were 22 attendees at the public meeting.  Participants were invited to submit comments in 
writing either at the meeting or subsequently by mail, fax or e-mail during the scoping comment 
period.  Attendance at the meeting was counted using a sign-in sheet can be found in Appendix F.  
Comment cards were handed out at the meeting which also provided a blank space to submit 
written comments. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
2.7 Scoping Mailing List 
 
The mailing list was prepared by the NRCS, Cache County and Logan City to inform the 
government agencies and general public about the scoping process for the project.  A total of 80 
mailings were sent to government agencies and 87 mailings were sent to the public. 
 

Scoping Meeting – October 10, 2012 
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SECTION 3 
SCOPING COMMENTS 

 
3.0 Neighborhood Meeting 
 
The neighborhood meeting was conducted on Oct. 4, 2012 from 6:00PM to 8:00PM.  There were 
12 attendees at this meeting and there was one written comment submitted. 
 
The following project personnel were in attendance for the neighborhood meeting. 
 

Name Organization Title 
Greg Allington McMillen, LLC  Project Manager/Biologist 
Lance Houser Logan City Assistant City Engineer 
Dan Turner NRCS EWP Engineer 
Andy Neff The Langdon Group Public Involvement 
Andrea Gumm The Langdon Group Public Involvement 
Jordan Hansen The Langdon Group Public Involvement - Spanish 

Translator 
 
3.1 Scoping Meeting 

 
The combined agency/public scoping meeting was conducted on Oct. 10, 2012 from 6:00PM to 
9:00PM.  There were 22 attendees at this meeting and there were zero written comments 
submitted. 
 
The following project personnel were in attendance for the public meeting. 
 

Name Organization Title 
Greg Allington McMillen, LLC  Project Manager/Biologist 
Lance Houser Logan City Assistant City Engineer 
Josh Runhaar Cache County Dir. of Development Services 
Dan Turner NRCS Engineer 
Andy Neff The Langdon Group Public Involvement 
Andrea Gumm The Langdon Group Public Involvement 
Jordan Hansen The Langdon Group Public Involvement - Spanish 

Translator 
 
3.2 Written Comments 
 
The scoping period officially opened on Sept. 24, 2012 and ended on Oct. 27, 2012 for a total of 
34 days.  Written comments could have been submitted via mail, e-mail, facsimile, or comment 
card. 
 
There were 12 written scoping comments received from a commenter via comment document 
during the scoping period for the Blacksmith Fork River project.  Written comments are 
presented in Appendix F. 
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3.3 Comment Categories 
 
Each of the comments was separated into comment categories to identify the nature of the 
comment.  The following categories were created for scoping and are listed below.  Specific 
comment details are listed in the Open House Comment Matrix in Appendix F. 
 

• Social Impacts 
• Property Impacts 
• Logan City 
• Homeowners’ Association (HOA) Concerns 
• Groundwater Impacts 
• Spring Creek Impacts 
• Electrical Transformers 
• Permitting 
• Associated Impacts 
• Preliminary Alternatives 
• Storm Drainage 
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Appendix B: Newspaper Scoping Notice 
Herald Journal Newspaper Ad 
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Press Release 
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Appendix C: Open House Poster Display Board 
Open House Publicity Poster 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 



NRCS - Utah  Blacksmith Fork Floodplain Easement and Debris Basin - EA 

Scoping Report  November 9, 2012 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX D 
 

NEIGHBORHOOD MEETING FLIER 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
   

Appendix D: Neighborhood Meeting Flier 
Neighborhood Meeting Flier (English)
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Neighborhood Meeting Flier (Spanish)
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Appendix E: Neighborhood/Scoping Meeting 
Presentation 

Presentation Slides 
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 Commenters and Commenter Reference Numbers 
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Comment Matrix 
 

Comment Category Comment Commenter 
Social Impacts Property buy-out would create social hardships of 

displacement of children from their school and 
church community. 

7 

Property Impacts Flood history of Country Manor has affected 
marketability of homes and burdened 
homeowners who want to sell. 

12 

 Consider effects to property values.  
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Selected alternative should minimize impacts to 
property values and community aesthetics. 

4, 9, 10, 12 
-------------------- 

4, 9, 10, 12 

 How will different alternatives affect re-sell value 
of remaining homes?  
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Consider removal or relocation of homes in cul-
de-sacs (1490 S. & 1500 S.) that have half or 
more homes being removed to reduce negative 
appeal on remaining homes. 

4, 10, 12 
 

-------------------- 
4, 12 

 Concerned about receiving fair market value for 
property if bought out. 

7, 9 

 Flood insurance premiums are increasing with 
floodplain classification, placing financial 
burdens on homeowners. 

4 

Logan City City should never have approved Country Manor 
development with knowledge of flood potential. 

8 

 City should assume responsibility for drainage of 
Country Manor Road. 

8 
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Comment Category Comment Commenter 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
City should assume some or all responsibility for 
road maintenance if homes are removed. 

-------------------- 
4, 12 

 Recommend as mitigation measure that the 
city/county strengthen ordinances to prevent 
further development in floodplains and wetlands. 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Recommend alternatives analysis includes 
alternatives to expand flood ameliorating function 
of current or former wetlands such as Rendezvous 
Park and golf course NW of US-89/91. 

2 
 
 

-------------------- 
 

2 

Homeowner’s Association Concerns HOA intends to bring Ballard Way up to code 
and petition city to transfer to city ownership. 

12 

 Removal of some homes would decrease HOA 
budget, creating an economic hardship for HOA. 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Loss of HOA dues for removed homes could be 
offset by less maintenance costs 

4, 5 
 

--------------------
6 

 Road repairs and maintenance improvements will 
be needed to mitigate damages associated with 
construction of selected alternative. 

4, 12 

Ground Water Impacts Flooding due to groundwater should be addressed 
with the project. 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Level of ground water corresponds to stream 
levels due to subsurface geology. 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Consider what types of soils are present and what 
proposed alternatives would do to address 
groundwater in the subsurface profile. 

1, 4, 5, 12 
 

-------------------- 
 

5 
-------------------- 

 
 
5 
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Comment Category Comment Commenter 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Evaluate groundwater level and the river’s impact 
on groundwater. 

-------------------- 
5 

Spring Creek Consider effects of Spring Creek on flooding 
issues. 

4 

 New wetland NE of Country Manor Road and 
parallel to US-89/91 exacerbates flooding issues. 

8 

Electrical Transformers Exposed electrical transformers create safety 
hazard in both no and high-water conditions. 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Transformers need to be raised or relocated.  
During high water, transformers need to shut off, 
affecting residents’ ability to power sump pumps. 

9, 10 
 

-------------------- 
5 

Permitting State Engineer’s Office Division of Water Rights 
requires Stream Alteration Application for work 
planned with project 

3 

Associated Impacts Project should include cost-benefit analysis and 
evaluate: 
• Cost to rebuild and maintain Country Manor 

Drive – a needed project 
• Need for additional parking near the soccer 

park 
• Need for additional park space in conjunction 

with soccer park 
• Opportunity for open space to be used as 

wetland bank 

      ------------------------------------------------------------ 

12 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

-------------------- 
 



NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

Comment Category Comment Commenter 
Combination of open space owned by HOA with 
purchase of all homes in 1490 cul-de-sac and two 
homes adjacent to Ballard Way would provide 
open space which could act as a buffer or part of 
project area. 

12 

Preliminary Alternatives  No-Action alternative is not a viable option. 9, 11 
 Buy out the entire Country Manor subdivision 

and return property to wetlands;  
------------------------------------------------------------ 
Phase buy-out as funding allows 

4, 5, 8, 10 
 

-------------------- 
4 

 Something needs to be done but don’t buy out 
entire subdivision. 

6 

 Best solution is river dredging, debris/vegetation 
removal and levee and debris basin construction. 

7, 10 

 Favor levee or flood wall, preferably without 
purchasing homes. 

6 

 Prefer floodplain easement and purchase of all 
homes along river and Spring Creek 

10, 11, 12 

Storm Drainage Storm drain back-ups are causing flooding and 
should be addressed with the project. 
------------------------------------------------------------ 
One storm drain at end of 100 Ballard Way is 
plugged with concrete (to prevent backflow from 
river).  This needs to be fixed so storm water can 
drain. 

5, 9, 12 
 

--------------------
5, 9 
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Neighborhood Meeting Scanned Sign-In Sheet 
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Open House Scanned Sign-In Sheets  



NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

 
  



NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

  



NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

Open House Scanned Feedback Form 
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Email Comments 
 

 
 
From: Dana Allen [mailto:Allen.Dana@epamail.epa.gov]  
Sent: Tuesday, October 02, 2012 11:25 AM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Fw: NRCS Project -- Cache County -- US 89/91 and 1700 South in Logan,  
 

 
 
Scoping comments on NRCS Project -- Cache County Emergency Watershed Protection located at approximately US 89/91 and 1700 South in 
Logan, Utah near the Country Manor Subdivision and Riverside RV Park. 

• Looking at the National Wetlands Inventory maps it appears that many of the lands along the Blacksmith Fork River in southern Logan, 
Utah are current or former wetlands such as Rendezvous Park and the golf course northwest of Highway 89. We recommend that the 
alternatives analysis include alternatives that look at expanding the flood ameliorating function of wetlands.  

• If it hasn't been done already, we also recommend as a mitigation measure that Logan and/ the County strengthen their ordinances to 
prevent further development in floodplains and the wetlands associated with the floodplain.  

 
Could sent us a copy of the EA when complete or email us the link. Thank you  
 
--------------------------------------------------------------- 
Dana Allen allen.dana@epa.gov  
EPA Region 8 (EPR-N)  
1595 Wynkoop St. 
Denver, CO 80202-1129  
(303) 312-6870, Fax (303) 312-7203  
 

mailto:Allen.Dana@epamail.epa.gov
mailto:allen.dana@epa.gov
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From: Daren Rasmussen [mailto:darenrasmussen@utah.gov]  
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2012 9:29 AM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Cache County Emergency Watershed Project 
 
It has come to my attention that an Emergency Watershed Project is being planned on the Blacksmith 
Fork in Cache County / Logan City. Thank you for keeping me informed/up-to-date. The State 
Engineer's Office Division of Water Rights Stream Alteration Section will need submittal of a Stream 
Alteration Application for work planned with this project. If you have any questions, you can contact 
me at darenrasmussen@utah.gov or 801-538-7377. 
:Daren 
  
=D a r e n   R a s m u s s e n ,   PG,  Stream  Alterations & Dam Safety, 
State of Utah, Natural Resources -Division of Water Rights/State Engineer's Office 
darenrasmussen@utah.gov  /  ph.801-538-7377  /  fax 801-538-7442 
1594 W North Temple,  Suite 220,  PO Box 146300,  Salt Lake City,  Utah 84114-6300 

 

mailto:darenrasmussen@utah.gov
mailto:darenrasmussen@utah.gov
mailto:darenrasmussen@utah.gov


NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

From: Jenny Ringer [mailto:casey.jenny.ringer@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, October 11, 2012 11:13 AM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Country Manor EWP Project 
 
To Whom It May Concern:  

When considering any permanent option to reduce flooding issues to the Country Manor Development I think the best decision should be made that will not only alleviating future 
flooding concerns but also minimally affect if not benefit the property value and ability to sell & re-sell any remaining homes. My concern is that while flooding issues will be 
addressed by the final decision, the appearance of Country Manor will not be left in the most desirable or appealing manner.  

As some alternatives suggest removing a portion of the homes currently in Country Manor this would result in a reasonable amount of money being lost to our homeowners 
association which, with current collection amounts, is already struggling to accomplish the needs of the development. The potential to lose money by reducing the number of 
homes in the area could negatively effect the financial situation of the homeowners association or could in-turn require an increase to the remaining homes HOA dues that could be 
financially difficult for some to accomplish.  That being said it would be ideal if any dwellings are removed from Country Manor that Logan City agree to take over 
all management and mantinance issues in Country Manor including all cul-de-sacs which would allow Country Manor to discontinue their need for an HOA.     

In three of the listed options present at the meeting on 10-10-12 a portion of the dwellings in three cul-de-sacs would be removed. In two of those cul-de-sacs half or more of the 
dwellings would be demolished leaving, in my opinion, an awkward and unpleasant view for the remaining half of the homes in each cul-de-sac. Perhaps one possible alternative 
could be to completely demolish the dwellings in the two cul-de-sacs (1490 S. & 1500 S.) that have half or more of the homes being removed, thus reducing the possible negative 
appeal this will have on the remaining homes in those sections. Then all of the houses in the remaining subdivision (Ballard/1370 S.) that are in the rear of the cul-de-sac could be 
eliminated as well, thus effecting a total of twenty-one single family homes and three duplexes. In my view this option would still allow the changes to be made to the Logan River 
to alleviate future flooding concerns and at the same time clear enough space to allow a large amount of un-inhabited land as a type of overflow or collection area for debris of both 
Logan River and Spring Creek. 
  
If possible another option could be to remove all of the homes in the Country Manor Subdivision. If this option is not possible immediately because of financial restrictions, 
perhaps it could be accomplished in multiple phases over a certain number of years. With the land that would then be vacant of dwellings it could become a wetland mitigation 
area and in turn current wetland could, if needed and possible, be developed. Another alternative for the then-vacant land could be build up the bank and then expand the Baer 
Soccer Park and/or increase the parking area for the soccer fields and park which is currently less than adequate.  
  
Whatever option is chosen for the Country Manor Subdivision it should also be discussed what repairs will be made to damaged or worn-out roads and property where heavy 
equipment and materials will be driven and brought in that will aid in the job of repair/construction.  Required repairs should not only be discussed, but also the cost of those 
repairs immediately following the changes, in up-keep each year, when it is necessary to bring in large equipment in the event of more flooding or debris cleaning, and further into 
the future as well.   
  
Sincerely, 
Casey & Jenny Ringer 
435-792-3134 

 

mailto:casey.jenny.ringer@gmail.com
tel:435-792-3134
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From: Jenny Ringer [mailto:casey.jenny.ringer@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, October 13, 2012 9:41 PM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Country Manor EWP Project 
 

Since sending our first email concerning the Country Manor Subdivision and the EWP two other things have come to mind that we neglected to mention in the previous email. 

 
1 - We purchased our home in 2005 here in Country Manor. We knew that before we closed on our home that it was required to have a flood insurance policy purchased because of 
the close proximity to the Logan River, which we did. A few years after we moved here we received a letter in the mail stating the flood zone had been re-evaluated and we no 
longer needed to carry a flood insurance policy, we chose to keep the coverage anyway. Now since the flooding issues in 2011 there have been others in our neighborhood who 
were never required to purchase flood policies who now need them, and at an extremely high price which has us glad we maintained our flood policy even when we were told we 
no longer needed it, but it also worries us that our flood insurance premium will triple or more in cost next year as has been reported by others' insurance agents. If nothing was 
done to alleviate the flooding concern to our area the flood insurance premiums alone could add serious financial strain to current residents of Country Manor and prevent any 
future individuals from purchasing a home here which, in my opinion, makes Country Manor un-sellable in its present condition.  
2 - About a year after we purchased our home here we found out that the developer neglected to build up the property to the required height based on its proximity to the Logan 
River. This left us wondering why the developer dis-regarded this important step, how homes were able to be developed in the area anyway, why we were never informed of this 
prior to our home purchase, and what could or would be done about it now. We feel like this is a great opportunity, with 75% federal funding, to address all aspects of the flooding 
issues to our area. It is not just the Logan River, or Spring Creek, or how low our houses were built on this land but a combination of each of these issues, and all of them should be 
addressed and resolved with whatever solution is chosen. 

 
On a personal note we especially worry that, as it is drawn up now, if homes are needing to be demolished it would only affect the homes across the street from us and not ours as 
well. We have tried to sell our home on two previous occasions as our family is growing and have been unable to both times due to people either disliking the appearance of the 
neighborhood or because of the fact that we purchase flood insurance. Both of these issues have been huge deterrents for others and with that in mind we can't imagine how homes 
being cleared away across the street from us in order to alleviate flood issues wouldn't be a huge deterrent as well.  

Again, we feel like this opportunity of federal funding assistance has great potential to benefit the entire Country Manor area if planned and carried out with all matters in mind; 
not just how to alleviate flood concerns, but also what the decision will mean in re-sale ability for the homes that may remain. 

 
Sincerely, 

Casey & Jenny Ringer 
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From: Cooley, Allan Civ USAF AFMC 309 CMXG/EN [mailto:Allan.Cooley@hill.af.mil]  
Sent: Monday, October 15, 2012 8:03 AM 
To: Cache County EA 
Cc: Allan Cooley (Home) 
Subject: Comments on the Cache County EQP Project  
 
I attended the open house on 10 Oct at the Logan City office and participated in the discussion. 
I have three comments: 
 
1. With the current subsurface profile being nearly cobbled gravel/sandy loam, the movement of high water through the three waterways, Logan River, Blacksmith Fork River, 
and Spring Creek/Little Ballard Creek does not alleviate the problems we have encountered with previous flooding, mainly high ground water. The subsurface profile is one of 
porosity and the water table will adjust to the level of the water in the waterways as a sponge and we will still have flooding problems and electrical issues as the low spot in the 
neighborhood is where the transformer is installed. When the water gets to the transformer, the power must be shut off and then the ground water rises and floods all the 
homes through their basements of crawl space. 
 
2. Ballard Way or 1370 Southplace is a cul-de-sac. At the end of the road near 100 Ballard Way is a storm drain that runs to the Blacksmith Fork River. Back in the 2000 time 
frame when we had our first flood incident, it was discovered that the river rose and ran down to the storm drain cover and caused a geyser and flooded the turn-around area. 
In subsequent years we noticed that no water came through the drain. We discovered that it had been filled with concrete, so no drainage occurs for storm water in the end of 
the cul-de sac. That will need to be rectified as is serves not only those along the river but those living on the entire street. 
 
3. One of the alternatives on the presentation was flood plain easement. 
The whole Country Manor Subdivision is built on a flood plain as evidenced by the subsurface profile. Purchasing the homes along the river and making a berm/dike/retaining 
wall will cause economic stress to the remainder of the Home Owners Association since it will reduce the number of people paying HOA dues to cover the cost of the pumps. 
Currently the pumps are located in an area that is close to the river and relocation will cost major dollars and the pumps are old and should be replaced in the near future which 
will also cause a major expense for the HOA. Demolition of the homes would also entail blocking sewer lines, moving electrical lines, and heavy construction vehicle traffic on 
some private streets (Ballard Way). The damage caused should be paid by the agency doing the demolition and could be a large sum. Since the whole area is a floodplain, real 
consideration should be given to purchasing all the homes, currently 69, and utilizing the entire area for the floodplain easement, which by nature it is. The extra cost for 
purchasing the entire subdivision is not that much more than those fronting the river when the other factors of road repair, pump replacement and relocation, and easement 
maintenance is taken into account. 
 
Thank you. 
I would also like to be put on the email list for updates. 
 
M. Allan Cooley 
75 Ballard Way 
Logan, UT 84321 
435-752-4862 
Allan.Cooley@msn.com 
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From: Jason Boyd [mailto:boydster1@hotmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2012 7:19 PM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Cache County EWP Project Feedback Form 
 
Jason & Melissa Boyd 
80 E 1370 South Pl  
Logan UT 84321 
 
boydster1@hotmail.com 
801 369 4354 (Jason) 
801 361 0472 (Melissa) 
 
We have lived in the Country Manor subdivision since 2007. We do feel like something should be done to mitigate the flooding. We don't feel that 
the whole neighborhood needs to be acquired. We are in favor of some sort of levee or flood wall. If it's possible to do it without affecting any 
homes, that would be our first choice. However, we realize that it may require some homes to be removed. As for the loss of HOA dues for those 
homes, perhaps it would be offset by less maintenance costs. We appreciate you addressing this matter. 
Best Regards, 
Jason and Melissa Boyd 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:boydster1@hotmail.com
mailto:boydster1@hotmail.com


NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

Kevin B. Shelley & Peggy F. Shelley 
95 1370 Southplace (95 Ballard Way) 
Logan, UT 84321 
pfshelley@yahoo.com 
Home: 435-755-7037.  Cell: 435-890-3307 (Kevin) 
 
History: We moved into our home in February 2001. These are the flooding issues that are  

  specific to our property according to our records. 
 

2005:  -Started pumping out of the basement on April 1. 
       -City and Neighborhood sandbag the riverbank April 25, 26, and 28. 
 -Our backyard is “Shelley Lake” April 25-29. The sandbags keep the river out, but  

    groundwater continually seeps up through the ground.  We use a 2 inch pump to  
    pump the water back into the river when it creeps up too close to the house. At times  
    two 2 inch pumps were used in the yard. 
-On the night of April 28, when the river peaks, there is an official “overnight patrol.”  
    We had been checking and refilling the pumps at least each hour. 
-We continue to pump out of the basement well into May. 
 

2006: -We start pumping out of the basement by April 1. During the peaks, our pump runs  
    continually (no pauses). 

 -City and Neighborhood add more sandbags to our beautiful sandbag wall. This time  
    they’re yellow! 

 -Our backyard is “Shelley Lake” April 15-16, and April 27-30.  We are again using a 2 inch  
    pump when it gets alarmingly close to the house. 
-We continue to pump out of the basement until the end of May. 
 

2011: -We were pumping out of the basement by April. By April 15, our sump pump is running  
      continually (no pauses) well into June.  We pump regularly through the summer.  The  

    sump pump still pumps sporadically into January of 2012. 
 -City and Neighborhood sandbag on April 16 & 25. Also May 15. 

-“Shelley Lake” through much of April and May.  Our 2 inch pump no longer can keep up, so  
    our neighbor lets us use a 3 inch pump he has acquired from his work.  Other places in  
    the neighborhood also use this pump. At points during this flood season we are  
    running two 2 inch pumps and the 3 inch pump.  We pump out of our backyard for about  
    5-6 weeks. 
- On May 15 we are let out of our Church meeting early because of the problem on  
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   1500 Southplace.  The city turns the power out and groundwater seeps quickly into  
   our basement in the 2 minutes it takes to get our generator started to keep our sump  
   pump running. This is the first and only time we have had water in our basement 
-We spent $232.00 on gas for the 2 and 3 inch pumps. 
-There is also a pool of water in our cul-de-sac during the Peak, since the storm drain was  
    filled in years ago. Our home is an island for a few days. 

 
Below are pictures referencing what we are calling “Shelley Lake.” 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Comments: 
 After the Public Open House meeting on October 10, we evaluated what was presented as options to help resolve the flooding issue. We believe that the 
best solution is a combination of: #1-Dredging the Blacksmith Fork River to take the bed down to normal levels, along with clearing out the vegetation that 
accumulates due to growth and river flow, #2- Berm along the bank of the river, wide enough with access road for maintenance, and #3-A drain basin located 
effectively to catch wood, silt, and other debris. 

This being said, our main concern with the “Berm” is that our home is along the riverbank and would be one of those purchased for the project. We are 
worried how the value of our home will be determined. We would expect to get fair value for our home, sufficient to acquire a similar home in the valley with a 
similar mortgage and term of payment. We are in the closing years of our viable economic growth potential, 50 years old, and are 12 years away from being 
complete on our mortgage. We are not in a financial state to take on another large, long term mortgage. Other concerns include the displacement of our children 
from their school and church community.  

In other words, we have put quite a bit of money, sweat, and even some tears in creating a Home that we are attached to. Even though we agree to the 
necessity of what needs to be done, we hope and expect all of this to be taken into consideration with what is to come. 
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From: Chris Derr [mailto:chrisderr@comcast.net]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2012 5:30 PM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Formal Comment on Country Manor Flood area/ referenced to letter sept 24, 2012 mailed to me at my home 
 

                                                                                                                         

mailto:chrisderr@comcast.net


NRCS – Utah                                   Blacksmith Fork River-EA 

 
  
 

From: CHERAY CROCKETT [mailto:crockett4231@msn.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, October 24, 2012 7:20 PM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Comments regarding EWP / Blacksmith Fork River Project 
 
Just a few comments from me to include as needed as you do your environmental assessment of the EWP / Country Manor – Blacksmith Fork River project: 
  

•         The storm drain located in front of my driveway was plugged off to prevent water from backing up through the drain from the river and flooding the cul-de-
sac.  So there isn’t currently a means of eliminating storm water.  During flooding season when all the surrounding houses are pumping water with their sump 
pumps, there isn’t any place for the water to go.  It pools up in the cul-de-sac and becomes a flood threat coming in from the garage.  Last year the water was 
high enough that it did enter the garage and every time a vehicle pulled through the cul-de-sac it caused waves of water going farther and farther into the 
garage. 

•         If we choose the “do nothing” option, I’m concerned with how unstable the sandbag wall behind my house is getting.  It is old and deteriorating.  Last year a 
section of it had fallen over due to the bank eroding underneath it.  There are spots now that look like they are ready to do the same thing.  My concern is not 
only with property damage if the wall were to break, but what if it were to break in the middle of the night.  Many homes could get flooded.  If anyone has 
children in basement bedrooms, the safety risk is there that bedrooms could become flooded.  If it happened in the middle of the night when it wouldn’t be 
noticed right away, a child could become trapped or even drown.   

•         The “do nothing” option also raises a safety concern with the transformers that are located at ground level.  What is the risk of electrocution for those people in 
that subdivision. 

•         My biggest concern is the fact that my backyard isn’t very deep – maybe only 25 feet or so between the house and river.  Several options mentioned (levees and 
flood walls) will need a substantial amount of room to do.  Some would require more room than I have to give.  I do not want to see a wall or levee built right up 
to my house and eliminate my entire yard. 

•         If a buy-out for the homes along the river ends up being the best option, I’m worried about what the “fair market value” would be.  I had an appraisal done just 
a couple years ago.  Since that time I have repainted the entire interior of the house, re-shingled the roof, and insulated the attic.  Would fair market value be 
anywhere close to the appraisal?  Would it take into consideration the improvements made? 
  
I’m not sure if this is the type of comments you were looking for, but these are my concerns.  
  
Also….   I have newspaper articles and lots of pictures of the flooding from 2005 to 2011 if you need anything like that for your assessment.  
  
Thanks, 
  
Cheray Crockett 
100 1370 South Place 
crockett4231@msn.com 
435-770-2989 Cell 
435-753-4231 Home 
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From: JORGE CRUZ [mailto:jcruzamerica@msn.com]  
Sent: Saturday, October 27, 2012 10:39 PM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject:  
 
To Whom it May Concern 
We are writing to give our suggestions, comments and concerns regarding the emergency watershed project in Country Manor. We live at 82 E 1500 S Place.  We 
have lived there for 7 years. When we bought our home, we fell in love with the location and the community around us. It felt safe and was very peaceful. We 
were told by the previous owners that we did live in a flood plain, but that the city was making all kinds of improvements to control the flooding problems and we 
would be able to drop our flood insurance very soon because it would no longer be needed.  Since leaving there, we have had our backyard completely filled with 
flood water several times. The flood water stays in our backyard for several weeks and completely ruins our yard and fence. The 1st time it flooded, we 
spent about a thousand dollars repairing the fence & yard, not counting labor and time costs.  The 2nd time it flooded, it was even worse. We again spent lots of 
money and time to repair the yard. The 3rd time it flooded was the worse it has gotten and we have given up repairing our yard. That's when we had news 
channels investigating our neighborhood floods. The weeds have completely taken over because of the flood water, the fence posts have been rotted out, and the 
sand bags that lined the fence have all broken and now we have sand and gravel around the yard. We can tell the ground has sunken, because there is a bigger 
gap between our bottom fence & the ground. We believe that the cause of this has been because the water stayed in our backyard for so long.  We know our 
home value has dropped because of it.  We had hoped their might be financial funds available to help us recovering our costs, but there were none that we knew 
about.   We tried out homeowners, but since it did not get into the house, they didn't cover any of the costs.  
  
Our front yard has problems with the flooding as well. There is an electrical box that is between 2 trees in our yard. Since the flooding issue, the roots continue to 
come up from the ground and make the electrical box slowly rise from the ground.  The bottom of the box is completely exposed and could cause quite a problem 
if a child were to touch the wires, or if flood waters come again and touch the wires it could cause a huge electrical problem.  We are not electricians, but we 
know that water and electricity do not mix. It continues to rise every year, so it will eventually have to be fixed. We are very concerned that anything or anyone 
could touch these wires or they could even cause a fire so we would love to have this box removed to another safe location.  We know that this is a big project 
and will include big expenses, but I would like to prevent an accident rather than have any regrets.  
  
We agree with several of our neighbors that the best solution to the problem is to build a berm, dredge out the river, and make a drainage basin. This is a 
permanent solution to the problem, instead of temporary fixes that have tried and failed. They could even make an overpass across the highway with a "Welcome 
to Logan" sign. I believe their is federal money to help purchase the land where our houses are located,  and they can even recoup some of those costs by 
moving the houses to other locations and selling them.  I believe they need to own all the properties in our cul-de-sac. All of our homes have been affected by 
these flood waters and it doesn't make sense to buy some & leave some houses. This to me, is not a permanent solution, it would only be a temporary fix. If only 
the homes that are along the river are owned, that will not help my flooding problems at all.   Also, it would not help the value of my home at all, or make it very 
easy to sell, if I had a mound of dirt to look at when I open my front door.  
I hope you take these comments into consideration when making the best solution to our flooding problems. If there is anything else you need from us, please let 
us know and we would love to be informed when your next meeting regarding this issue will be so we can be present.   
Thank you very much for taking the time to consider our comments.  
Jorge & Colleen Cruz 
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From: Fausto Ventura [mailto:framventura@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, October 27, 2012 11:30 PM 
To: Cache County EA 
Subject: Country Manor Flood Project 
 
October 27, 2012 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
We have lived in our home 15 years and have experienced at least three different years, where a series of flooding took place during 
the Spring and early Summer, which has required the neighborhood to participate in weeks and days of preparation and work, (eg. 
sandbagging, neighborhood emergency plans and evacuations).  The no action alternative should not at all be an option.  We feel that 
there is a desperate need for some change to repair or gain control of the flooding situation. 
 
We feel that the best alternative to improve the flood situation would be the flood plane easement alternative where the homes along 
the banks of the Blacksmith Fork River and runoff canals of Spring Creek would be purchased out to stop the runoff and eliminate all 
flooding to the area and neighborhood.  Attached are a couple of pictures that show our home during parts of the 2011 flood.  Image 
208 and image 209 are pictures taken from our driveway toward the street.  Image 210 is a picture of the canal behind our house.  We 
appreciate the city's attention in this manner and we are grateful for the environmental assessment that is taking place and hope it will 
improve our future situation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Angela & Fausto Ventura 
55 1500 South Place 
Logan, UT  84321 
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On Tue, Oct 23, 2012 at 6:43 AM, Tami Pyfer <tami.pyfer@usu.edu> wrote: 

Hi Lance 

This email is to just to provide a written copy of the comments I made at our EWP meeting last month.  I have also added a few new 
thoughts. 

I believe that it is a good idea to remove homes along the riverbank to make way for work on flood prevention and mitigation. 
However, here are some points to consider. 

1 – I believe that it may be prudent to remove all of the homes in the 1490 and 1500 cul-de-sacs, not just those along the riverbank. 
All of the homeowners in Country Manor are assessed annual homeowners’ dues, which are used to manage the private roads in the 
neighborhood. The 1490 and 1500 roads are the ones in most need of repair and whose infrastructure is the most likely to need 
replacement in the very near future. To remove some of the homes is to remove some of the income that sustains these roads. It would 
be better to remove the entire cul-de-sac, thus removing the cost involved in maintaining these private roads.  

2 – If only the homes along the river are removed and the bank is built up or other similar work done, those homes that remain in the 
1490 and 1500 cul-de-sacs will likely lose any remaining market-ability that they might have, with the new “riverbank” being right 
outside the front door of many of these homes. 

3 – Behind the 1490  and part of the Ballard Way cul-de-sacs  is a large amount of open space, owned by the Homeowners’ 
Association. If all of the homes in the 1490 cul-de-sac, along with the 2 homes adjacent in Ballard Way were taken, the project would 
gain this additional amount of open space as either a buffer or perhaps as part of the project area.  

4 – Most of the homes in the 1490 and 1500 cul-de-sacs are built such that they could easily be relocated to another neighborhood, 
which would reduce the net cost to the City in purchasing these homes.  

5 – While the potential flooding of the river over its banks is the hazard that creates a great deal of work for the neighborhood and cost 
for the City, the property damage that has been done has come from the groundwater flooding in homes not adjacent to the river. 
Flood insurance does not cover this type of water damage. So while a project to build up the riverbank or otherwise mitigate river 
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flooding will save the City costs in the long run, this project should also address the issues which cause the storm drains to back up 
which results in homes flooding from ground water.  

6 – Ballard Way is a private street that has the potential to become a public road, through an ordinance that was passed about 5 years 
ago. As long as this street’s infrastructure meets City code (which is does) and the street is not in disrepair (which it is not), this code 
allows for an individual or neighborhood to petition the City to take over the private street. Our Homeowners’ Association intends on 
making any improvements necessary so that we can turn this street over to the City so that any future flooding or stress on this road or 
infrastructure would become the responsibility of the City.  

7 – Many of the neighbors talk (somewhat in jest) about having the City or “someone” buy the entire neighborhood.  Some are 
frustrated by the difficulties they have faced, or anticipate facing selling their home in a neighborhood that is notorious for flooding. 
(There are at least 2 bank-owned homes in the neighborhood now.)  Others are worried that the riverbank improvements may make 
their homes completely unmarketable. On the other hand, many of us like the location of the neighborhood, away from town just a bit 
but close to shopping, bike and walking trails. While purchasing the entire neighborhood seems out of the question, the City may want 
to do a cost-benefit analysis and evaluate things like: 

- the cost to re-build and maintain Country Manor Drive, a project that is long overdue 

- the need for additional parking for the Soccer Park and what that land might cost 

- the future need for additional park space in conjunction with the Soccer Park 

- the opportunity for open space to be used as a wetland bank 

Thank you so much for seeking citizen input on this project. And thanks to the City for their amazing support and work during the 
recent flooding events. City employees have been great to work with, always going above and beyond what is expected of them.  

Tami Pyfer 
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